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December 6, 20146
WIA EMAIL

Freedom of Information Officer

LS. Environmental Protection Agency Region 3
77 West Jackson Blvd,

Chicago, L 60604-3590

RStoiaglepa.gov

Re: Documents Sapporting the Notices of Violation and Findings of Violation for
Indinnapolis Power & Light's Petersburg, Indiana Generating Station

Dear Records Custodian:

On behalf of the Sicrra Club, T am writing to request thal the ULS. Environmental
Protection Agency (“EPA™) provide mpies of the records described below pursuant to the
Freedom of Information Act, 3 U.S.C, § 552 (“FOIA™), and the EPA regulations at 40 C.FR. §
2104}, et seq.

The Sierra Club is the nation’s oldest environmental organization. 1t is dedicated to the
profestion and preservation of the natural and human environment. The Sierra Club is committed
to solving the pressing environmental and health problems associated with the mining, burning
and disposal of coal and its combustion by-products.

This FOLA request concerns the Petersburg Generating Station in Pike County, Indiana.
The Petersburg Generating Station is a coal-burning power plant with four boiler units, operated
by Indianapolis Power and Light Company (“IPL."). EPA Region 5 issued Motice and Finding of
Viglation letters for Petersburg Generating Station’s vielations of the Clean Air Act and the
Indiana State Implementation Plan on September 23, 20135 and February 3, 2016. The
September 23, 2015 letter is included with this request as Attachment A and the February 5,
2016 letter is included as Attachment B,

Documents Requested

Please provide copies of the following records:

1. All documents that support or underlic EPA's finding—reflected in the Notice
and Finding ol Viclation, dated Sept. 23, 2015, sent to IPL {Attachment A}—of
opacity emissions in excess of applicable limits at the Petersburg Generating
Station, including, without lmitation, docwments reflecting visible emissions
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readings taken for Petersburg Boiler 3 on July 13, 20135, July 14, 2013, and July
20, 2015, respectively.

b3

All documents that support or underlic EPA’s finding— reflected in the Notice

andd Finding of Viclation, dated Feb. 3, 2016, sent to TPL {Aftachment B}—that
IPL has violated applicable Prevention of Significant Deterioration, Mew Source
Review, Mew Source Performance Standard, and/or Indiana State Implementation
Plan requirements at the Petersburg Generating Station, including, without
limitation:

&,

f.

The March 23, 2011 pre-project notification letter (incleding attachments);
The October 10, 2013 pre-project notification letter (including
attachments);

Any documents, whether produced by EPA, TPL, or a third party, relating
to the projects described in the March 23, 2011 and October 10, 2013 pre-
project notification letters, including any analyses or discussion of changes
in the plant’s emissions of New Source Review pollutants;

Drocuments reflecting operation of Petersburg Generating Station’s
sulfuric ackd mitigation syslems;

Documenis reflecting Petersburg Generating Station’s quarter]ly excess
emission reports; and

Doguments reflecting continuous opacily monftoring data.

3. All documents that indicate any violations of applicable air emissions limits at the
Petersburg Generating Station for the period January 1, 2013 through the present,
to the extent that those records are not produced in response (o réquests | and 2

abowve,

Exempt Records

Should you decide to invoke a FOLA exemption with regard to any of the requested
records, please include in your full or partial denial letler sufficient information for the Sierra
Club to appeal the denial. To comply with legal requirements, the following information must be

included:

1. Basic factual material about each withheld tem, including the originator, date, length,
general subject matter, and location of each item: and

2. Explanations and justifications tor denial, including the identification of the catepory
within the govemning statutory provision under which the document {or portion thereot)
was withheld and a full explanation of how each exemption [ils the withheld material.

If you determine that portions of a record requested are exempl lvom disclosure, please redact the
exempt portions and provide the remainder of the record to the Sierra Club al the address listed

below,

Fee Waiver Request
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| respectfully request that you waive all fees in connection with this request as provided
by 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(A)(iii) and 40 C.F.R. § 2.107(1). The Sierra Club has spent years
promoting the public interest through the development of policies that protect human health and
the environment, and has routinely received fee waivers under FOIA,

The Sierra Club is a national, nonprofit, environmental organization with no commercial
interest in obtaining the requested information, Instead, the Siemra Club intends o use the
reqquested information to inform the public, so the public can meaningfully participate in the
dialog conceming pollution generated by the Petersburg facility.

As explained below, this FOLA request salisfies the factors listed in EPA’s poverning
regulations for waiver or reduction of fees, as well as the requirements of fee waiver under the
FOLA statute — that “disclosure of the requested information is in the public interest becausc it is
likely to contribute significanily to public understanding of the operations or activilies of the
sovernment and is not primarily in the commercial interest of the requester.” 5 US.C. §
524 A KT, see also 40 CF.R. § 2.107(1)

l. The subject matter of the requested records must specifically concern identifiable
“operations and activitics of the government.”

The activities denoted in this request are “identiliable operations or activities of the
government,” The Department of Justice Freedom of Information Act Guide expressly concedes
that “in most cases records possessed by a federal agency will meet this threshold™ of identifiable
operations or activities of the government.

2 The disclosure of the requested documents must have an informative valoe and be “likely
o copiribute to an undesstanding of Federal government operations or activities,”

The Freedom of Information Act Guide makes it clear that, in the Department of Justice’s
view, the “likely 1o contribute™ determination hinges in substantial part on whether the requested
documents provide information that is not already in the public domain, The requested records
arc “likely to contribute™ o an understanding of your agency’s operations or activities becanse
they are not otherwise in the public domain and arc not accessible other than through a FOLA
request. The requested information will facilitate meaningtizl public participation in the Clean
Adr Act enforcement process, therefore fullilling the requirement that the documents requested
be “meaningfully informative™ and “likely to contribute™ 1o an understanding of your agency's
enforcement of lederal environmental statutes and regulations,

3. ‘The disclosure must copiribuie to the understanding of the public at large. as opposed o
the individual understanu:lmg of the requester or a narrow stgment of interested persons.
Llndm i ualiFeatlions of the i ertise in the
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The Sierra Club and its members have a longstanding inferest and expertise in the subject
of Clean Air Act enforcement with respect to coal-buming power plants. More importantly, the
Sierra Club unquestionably has the “specialized knowledge™ and “ability and intention™ to
disseminate the information requested in the broad manner, and to do s in a manner that
contributes to the understanding of the “public-at-large.”

The Sierra Club intends to disseminate the information it receives through FOLA
regarding these government operations and Clean Air Act enforcement activities in a varety of
ways, incheding but not limiled to, analysis and distribution to the media, distribution through
publication and mailing, posting on the organization’s website, emailing and list-serve
distribution to members.

4. The disclosure must contribute “significantly” to public upderstanding of government
operations or activilies. The public’s understanding must be likely to be enhanced by the
digclosure 1o a sipnificant extent.

The records requested will contribute to the public understanding of the povernment’s
role in enforcing Clean Air Act requirements, or its “operations and activities,” associated with
IPL's Petersburg facility, Further, the disclosure of the requested records is essential to public
understanding of the potential impacts of emissions from this facility. After disclosure of these
records, the public’s understanding of the potential impacts of emissions from this facility will be
significantly enhanced. The requirement that disclosure must contribute “significantly™ to the
public understanding is therefore met,

5. Whether the requester has a commercial interest that would be furthered by the requested

disclosure.

The Sierra Chib has no commereial interest in the requested records. Mor does it have
any intention to wse these reconds in any manner that “furthers a commercial, trade, or profit
interest” as those terms are commonly understood. The Sierra Club is a tax-exempt organization
under sections 301{cH3) and 301(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code, and as such has no
commercial interest. The requested records will be used for the furtherance of the Sierra Club’s
mission to inform the public on matters of vital importance Lo the environment and public health,

6. Whether the magnitude of the identified commercial interest of the requester is
_uﬂl_mshdwwﬂmmmhlumw in disclosure, that disclosure is
“primarily in the commercial interest of the requester.”

When a commerncial interest is found to exist and that interest would be furthered by the
requested disclosure, an agency must assess the magnitede of such interest in order to compare it
to the “public interest” in disclosure, [Fno commercial intérast exists, an assessment of that non-
existent interest is nof required.

As noted above, the Sierra Club has no comunercial interest in the requested records.

Disclosure of this information is not “primarily” in the Sierra Club’s commercial interest. On the
other hand, it is clear that the disclosure of the information reguested is in the public interest. It



December 6, 2016
Page 3

will contribute significantly to public understanding of the potential impacts of emissions from
these facilities,

The Sierra Club respectfully requests, because the public will be the primary beneficiary
of this requested information, that EPA waive processing and copying [ees pursuant 1o 5 ULS.C.
§ 552(al4)(A). In the event that your agency denies a fee waiver, please send a written
explanation for the denial. Also, please continue to produce the records as expeditiously as
possible, but in any event no later than the applicable FOIA deadlines.

Record Delivery

In responding to this request, please comply with all relevant deadlines and other
obligations sel forth in FOIA and the agency’s regulations, 5 U.S.C. § 352, (ay6p(A)(); 40
C.F.E. § 2.104. Please produce the records above by sending them to me af the address hsted
below. Please produce them on a rolling basis; at no point should the search for—or defiberation
concerning—certain records delay the production of others that the agency has alveady retrieved
and clected to produce.

If possible, please send all documents in PDF lformat via electronic mail, external
wehsite, or on CI or DVD via traditional mail. Alternativelv, paper copies are acceptable, but
electronic [ormat is preferred. Please send all requested records as soon as possible to:

Tonv Mendoxa

Sicmra Club Environmental Law Program
2101 Webster Street, Suite 1300
Oakland, CA 94612

Thank you for your cooperation. I you find that this request is unclear in any way please
do not hesitate to call me to see if T can clarify the request or otherwise expedite and simplify
vour efforts to comply.

fsf Tony G. Mendoza
Tony Mendoza
Staff Attomey
Sierra Club Envirommental Law Program
2101 Webster Street, Suite 1300
Cakland, CA 94612
(415) 977-5589
tony.mendozagsierraclub.org
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; Ah ko UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
= m - REGION 5
% f' TTAWWEST JACESON BOULEVARD
B it CHICAGO. IL 50604-3590
SEP 7 3
CERTIFTED MAIL REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jeff Haster, Petersburg Station
Indianapolis Power & Light Company
1 Monument Circle

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Re:  Motice and Finding of Violation
Indianapolis Power and Light Company
Petershurg, Indiana

[Dear Mr, Harler:

The L8, Environmental Protection Agency is issuing the enclosed Motice- and Finding of
Violation (“NOV/FOV™) o Indianapolis Power and Light Company ("you™) under Section
1153(a) of the Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(a). We find that you have violated the following
at the Petersburg, Indiana Genernating Station: the New Source Pecformence Standards for Fossil
Fuel Fired Steam Generators for Which Construction |5 Commenced Alter August 17, 1971, ot
40 C.F.K. Part 60, Subpart I3; the Indiana State Implementation Plan; and your Title V operating
permit,

Section 113 of the Clean Air Act gives us several enforcement options, These options include
issning an adminisirative compliance order, issuing an administrative penalty order and bringing
a judicial eivil or eriminal action.

We are offering you an opportunity to confer with us about the violations alleged in the
NOV/FOV. The conference will give you an opportunity to present information on the specific
(indings of vielation, uny efforts you have taken to comply and the steps you will take to prevent
future violations. In addition, in order to make the conlerence more productive, we encourage
you to submit to us information responsive to the NOVIFOV prior fo the conterence date,

Please plan for your facility’s technical and management personnel (o attend the conference o

discuss compliance measures and conumitments. You may have an attorney represent you at this
conlerence.

RecyclediBecyclabla & Frinled vath Veg=tabie Ol Based lnks on 100% Reoycied Paper 103% Fast-Oonsumer




The EPA contacts in this matter are Shilpa Patel and Ethan Chatfield. You may call her or him
al (312) BES-0120 or (312} BB6-5112, respectively, to request a conference. You should make
the request within 10 calendar days following receipt of this letter. We should hold any
conference within 30 calendar days fpllowing receipt of this letter.

Sincerely,

J i 4
Um[ge@in
[rcotor

Adr end Badiation Division

Enclosiure

ces Phil Perry, Branch Chief
Office of Air Quality / Compliance Branch
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
10 Morth Senate Avenue f Room IGCN 1003
Indianapolis, Indana 46204-2251

o




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 5

IN THE MATTER OF; ]

]
Indiznapolis Power & Light Company ] NOTICE OF VIOLATION and
Petersburg, Indiana } FINDING OF VIOLATION

)

) EPA-5-15-IN-11
Procecdings Pursuant Lo )
the Clean Aw Act }
42 L1LE.C.85 74U ¢f xeq. ]

NOTICE AND FINDING OF VIOLATION

The Indianapolis Power & Light Company (“you” or “[PL"} owns and operates four coal-
fired boilers at the Petersburg Generaling Station located in Petesburg, Indiana ("the Petersburg
Generating Station” or “the facility”). The boilers are identified as Boiler 1, Boiler 2, Boiler 3
and Boiler 4.

The 1.8, Environmenial Protection Agency is sending thiz Notice of Vielation and
Finding of Violation (“NOV/FOV™) to notify you that we have found opacily emissions from
Boiles 3 at the facility are in excess of the limits specified in the followimng: the New Source
Performance Standards for Fossil Fuel Fired Steam Generators for Which Construction [s
Commenced After August 17, 1971 at 40 C.F.R. Part 6f), Subpart I (“NSPS™) the Indiana State
lmplementation Plan (“Indiana SIP"Y, and your Title V operating permit. These exceedances
constitute violations of the Clean Air Act (the “Act™ or “CAA").

Section 113 of the Act provides you with the opportunity 1o request a conference with us
to discuss the violations alleged it the NOV/FOV. This conference will provide you a chance to
present information on the identified violations, any efforts you have taken to comply and the
steps you will take to prevent future violations. Please plan tor the lacility’s technical and
management personne] o take part in these discussions. You may have an attomey represent
and sccompany you at this conference,

STATUTORY AND REGULATORY AUTHORITY

1. The Act is designed to protect and enhance the quality of the nation’s air 5o as to
promote the public health and welfare and the productive capacity of its population.
Section 101¢b)( 1) of the Act, 42 US.C. § 7401 (b)1),



Indiana State Implementation Plan

2. Pursuant to Section 110 of the Act, 42 TL.5.C. § 7410, EPA approved 326 1AC 3-1;
Opacity Limitations, as part of the federally enforceable Indiana SIP tor Particulate Matter (PM)
on July 16, 2002 {67 Fed, Reg. 46589}

3, 126 TAC 5-1-2 states thal, unless otherwise stated, opacity shall meet the following
limitations: (A) Opacity shall not exceed an average of forty percent in-any one six-minute
averaging period, and (B) Opacity shall not exceed sixty percent for more than a cumulative total
of fleen minutes in a six-hour period.

New Source Performance Standards

4,  Pursuant to Section 111 of the Act, 42 11L.5.C. § 7411, EPA promulgated 40 C.F.E.
Part 60, subpart . This includes § 60.42(a)(2), which states that “no cwner or operator subject
to the provisions of this subpart shall cause to be discharged into the atmaosphere from any
affected facility any gases that: exhibit preater than 20 percent opacity except for one six-minute
periedd per hour of not more than 27 percent opacity.”

Title ¥

5. Section 302(d} 1) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. § 7661a(d)(1), requires cach State to
develop and submit to EPA sn operating permit program which meets the requirements of
Title V. On Movember 14, 19935 (60 Fed. Reg. 57188), EPA granted Indiana interim approval of
its program, with final approval on July 30, 2001 (66 Fed, Reg. 39203}

6. EPA promulgated full approval of Indiana’s Title V program on December 4, 2001,
Indiana’s Title ¥V program became effective on November 30, 2001 {66 Fed, Rep. 61969).

7. The Indiana vegulations governing the Title 'V permilting program are codilied al
326 [AC 2-7,

8. The Indiana Department of Environmental Mavagement (CIDEM") issued a Title ¥
Operation Permit {T 125-6365-00002) to IPL for the Petersburg Generating Station on December 22,
2008 and July 18, 2013, Additionally, IDEM issued a Second Significant Permit Modification
(T125-33773-01002) on June 18, 2015. The permit containg the following relevant provisions for
purpases of this NOVFOV:

a.  Section C.2 ~ Opacity: Pursaant to 326 TAC 5-1-2 (Opacity Limitations), excepl as
provided in 326 TAC 5-1-3 {Temporary Alternative Opacity Limitations), “opacity
ghall meet the following, unless otherwise stated in this permit: (2) Opacity shall not
exceed an average of forty percent m any oné six minule avernging penod as
determined in 326 IAC 5-1-4. (b) Opacity shatl not exceed sixty percent for more
than a cumulative total of fifteen minutes in a six hour period.”



twenty percent (20%) opacity except for one six-minute period per hour of not more
than twenty-seven percent {27%%) opacity.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

9. [PL isan Indiana corporation.

18, IPL 35 a “persomn,” a5 that term is defined in Section 302(e) of the Act, 42 LLS.C
§ 7602(e),

1. At all times celevant to this NOV/FOV, [PL was the cwner and/or operator of the
Petershurg Generating Station,

12. The Petersburg Generation Siation has four steam generating boilers used to produce
electricity provided tothe grid. These boilers, Boilers 1 through 4, are all coal-fired boilers,

&

13. Patersburg Beiler 3 is subject to requirements of the Indiana SIF, NSPS Subpart D and
Title V.

[4. At all times relevant to this NOV/FOV, the Petcrsburg Generating Station has been
located in an area that was ¢lassified as atininment or unclassifiable [or M, pursuant to Section
107 (d) of the Act, 42 LLS.C. § 7407(d).

13, Om July 13, 2015, EPA took visible emissions ceadings of the stack for Boiler 3 at the
Petersburg Generation Station in secordance with EPA Al Method 082 and observed a maximum
f-minule average opacity of 32.7%. EPA observed opacity in excess of the NSPS hmit of 20% and
the Indiana SI¥* limit of 40% for seventeen G-minute perids.

ba. O July 13, 20135, EPA took visible emissions readings of the stack for Boiler 3 at the
Petersburg Generation Station in accordance with EPA Method @ and observed a maximum 6-
minute avernge opacity of 53%. EPA observed opacity in excess of the NSPS hmit of 20% and
Indiana S1P timit of 40% limit for twenty-five G-minute perods,

17. Om July 14, 2015, IDEM ook visible emissions readings of the stack for Boiler 3 at the
Petershurg Generation Station in accordance with EPA Method 9 and observed a maximum 6-
rinuie average opacity of 40.8%. 1DEM observed opacity in exeess of the NSPS limit of 20% for
seven f-minute pericds and Indiana SIP limit of 40% for one six G-minute periods.

I8, OnJuly 20, 2015, EPA took visible emnissions readings of the stack for Boiler 3 at the
Petersburg Generation Siation in accordapce with Method Alt. 082 and observed a maximum 6-
mimee average opacity of 52, 7%, EPA observed opacity in exeess of the 20% and 40 % limit for
bwenty-seven G-minute periods.

VIOLATIONS

19, [PL's Boiler 3 violated and continues 1o violate the Indiana S1P. NSPS Subpart [, and
its Title WV Permil by exceeding the 20% and 40% opacity limitation, 25 a f-minule avermge.




VIOLATIONS

19. IPL s Boiler 3 violated and continues to violate the Indiana 81P, NSPS and s Title ¥V
Permit by emitting PM in excess ol the applicable opacity Limits.

Environmental Impact of Violations

20. Vielation of the opacity limits increases public exposure to unhealthy particulate matter,
Particulate matter, especially fine particulate, contribules to respiratory problems, lung damage and
premature deaths.

azlis | i ’} | /f7

Dale George T, dak N
Directo
Air and FIiigtion Divisi




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I, Loretia Shaffer, certify thet ['sent a Notice and Finding of Violation, No, EPA-5-15-1M-11, by
Certified Mail, Reiumn Receipt Requested, to:

Jeff Harter, Environmental Manager
Indianapoliz Power & Light Company
Petersburg Generating Station

6525 N, State Road 57

P.O. Box 436
Petersburg, Indiana 47567-0436

| also certify that I sent copies of the Notice of Violation and Finding of Vielation by first-class
mail b

Phil Perry, Branch Chiel

OMee of Air Quality / Compliance Beanch

Indiana Department of Envirommental Management
100 Morth Senate Avenue/Room 1GEN 1003
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2251

On the édf dnynt’ﬁ&@é’ff_’ 2015

1a Shaffer f
Program Technician
AECAR, PAS

CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIPT NUMBER: 2014 2¥70 pool 93¢l Y335
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REGION &

% TF WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

ﬁ? &, G UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
[
E

" oy CHICAGO, IL B0B04-3530
FEB 0 5 2016
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION £F:
CERTIFIED MATL
RETURN RECEIFT REQUESTED

Jeff Harter, Petersburg Station
Indianapohs Power & Light Company
6925 N. State Road 57

IO, Box 436

Petersburg, Indiana 47567-0436

Ee:  Notioe and Finding of Violation
Indianapolis Power & Light Company
Petersburg Generating Station

Deat W, Flatter:

The U.S, Environmental Protection Agency is igsuing the enclosed Notiee and Frading of -
Violation (NOV/FOV) to Indianapolis Power & Light Company (TPL) under Section 113{a} of
the Clean Air Act (“the Act™), 42 United States Code (UL5.C.) § 7413 (1), We find that [PL has
violated the following Clean Alr Act requiremnents af its Petersbure Generating Station: the
Prevention of Significamt Deterioration requirements under Part C of the Act, 42 1L.5.C, §§ 7470
€t yeq.; the Non-Attainment New Source Raview requirements uader Part D of the Act, 42

L S.C. 58 7501 &f seq.; the New Source Performance Standards for Fossil Fuel Fired Sicam
Grenerators for Which Construction Is Commenced After Angust 17, 1971, at 40 C.F.RE Part 60,
Subpart D); the Indiana State Implernentation Plan (SIP); and the requirements for the Petersburg
Generating Station operating permit, 1ssued under Title V af the Act, 42 US.C. §§ 7661 et seg.

Saction 113 of the Act pives us several enforcement options. These opfions include issuing an
admintstrative compliance order, issuing an administrative penally order and branging a judicial
civil or coommal action.

We are offcring IPL the opportunity to confer with us about the violations alleged in the attached
NOV/FOV. The conference will give IP1. an opportumity to present information on the specific
Onddings of violation, any efforts [T, bave taken to comply and the sieps TPL will take 0 prevent
future violations. Inaddition, in order to make the conference more productive, we encourage
IPL 1o submit to us any mlormation responsive to the NOV/FOV prior to the conference date.

Please plan for the facility’s technical and management personnel to arend the conference o

discuss compliance measures sl commitments. You may bave an altomey represent you at this
conference.

RecycladRecyciable » Prstind will vigstabe Ol Bassd Inks on 100% Recyoied Paper (1005 Post-Conasmen



The EPA contacts in this matier are Shilpa Patel and Fthan Chatheld. You may contact her/him

at (312) 886-0120 and {312} 886-5112 or at patel.shilpafilepa pov or chatfield cthanf@epa.pov,
respectively to request a conference, You should make the request within 10 calendar days
following receipt of this letter. We should hold any conference within 30 calendar days
following receipt of this letter.

oo Phil Perrv, Brumch Chiel
Office of Air Quality /! Compliance Branch
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 Morth Senate Avenue / Boom [GCN 1003
Indianapolis, Indizna 46204-2251



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 8

IN THE MATTER OF: )

)
Indianapolis Power & Light Company ) NOTICE OF VIOLATION and
Petersborg, Indiana | FINDING OF VIOLATION

)

) EPA-5-16-IN-03
Proceedings Pursnant 1o )
the Clean Air Act ]
42 11.8.C.§5 7401 ef seq. )

NOTICE AND FINDING OF VIOLATION

I'he U3, Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) i3 issuing this Notice and Finding of
Violation (NOV/T'OV) in sccordance with Sectiom F13(a} 1} and (3} of the Clean Air Act ("lhe
Act™), 42 United States Code (UL5.C.) § 7413(a)(1) and (3).

EPA finds that the Indianapolis Power & Light Company (IPL) has violated and continues to
violalc the Act, 42 UL5.C. §& 7401 ef seg., 1ts implementing regulations, the Indisna State
Implementation Plan (S11), the Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) mles, the Non-
Attaimment NMew Source Review requirements, the New Source Performance Standards for Fossil
Fuel Fired Steam Generators at 40 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) Part 50, Subpart D, and
its Title V Operating Permit at the Petersburg Generating Station located in Petersburg, Indiana
(Petersburg Station or Facility). These excecdances constitute violations of the Act,

STATUTORY AND REGULATORY AUTTIORITY

1. The Clean Air Act is designed to “protecl and enhance the guality of the Nation®s air
resourees 50 s to promote the public health and welfare and the productive capacity of 1ts
population.™ Section 100(b)(1} of the Act, 42 U.5.C. § 7401 (b)(1}.

Prevention af Slgnificant Deterioration Requirements

2. When the Act was passed in 1970, Congress exempted existing facilities, including
the coal-fired power plant that is the subject of this Notice, from many of its requirements.
However, Congress also made it quile clear that this exemption would not last forever, As the
United States Court of Appeals for the [nC, Circuit explained i Alabama Power v Costle, 636
F.2d 323, 400 (D.C, Cir. 1979), “[tlhe statutory scheme intends to * grandfather” existing
industries; but. . this 15 not to constituie a perpetual immanity from all standards under the PSD
program.”™ Rather, the Act requires grandfathered facilities w0 install modemn pollution control
devices whenever the unil is proposed o be modified in sach a way that its emissions may
InCTEase.



3. OnJune 19, 1978, EPA promulgated regulations pursuant 1o Part C of Title 1 of the Act,
43 Fed Reg: 26403 (June 19, 1978).

4,  The PSD provisions of Part C of Title T of the Act require preconstiuction review and
permitting for modifications of stationary sources in attainmentunclassifiable arcas, See 42 U.5.C,
56 7470-7492. Pursuani to applicable regulations, if' a major smationary source located m an
attainment area is planning to make & major modification, then that source must obtain a PSD permit
before beginning actual construction., See 40 CF.R. § 52.21(2) 1 Kii1). To obtain this penmmit, the
source must, among other things, undergo a lechnology review and apply Best Available Control
Technology (BACT;, perform a seurce impact analysis; perform an air quality anshysis and
modeling; submit appropriate information; and conduct additional impact analyses as required.

5. OmMarch 3, 2003, EPA conditionally approved Indiana's PSD program, 68 Fed Reg.
9892 {effective Apnl 2, 2003). On June 18, 2007, EPA partially approved revisions related to EPA’s
NSE Reform regulations in Indizna’s PSI) program. 72 Fed Reg. 33395 (effective July 18, 2007,
For all violations cited in this Notice, the applicable Indiana PSD regulations are the regulations
codified in the Indiana Administrative Code,

6.  The PSD regulations contained in Title 326 of the Indiana Admimstrative Code (LAC)
Article 2-2 were intorported nte and part of the Indiana SIP at the time of the major modifications
ul issue in this NOV/FOV, and have been approved by EPA and are federally enforceable
requirements. All citztions to the PSD regulations herein refer (o the provisions of the Indiana STP
as applicable at the time of the projects.

7. 326 TAC 2-2-2(c) provides tha “No new major stationary source or major modification
to which the requirements of sections 3 throwgh 5, 7, 8(e), 10, 14, and 13 of this rule apply shall
begin actual construction withowt a permit that states that the major stationary source or major
modification will meet the requiremenis of sections 3 through 5, 7, 8{a), 10, 14, and 15 of this rule.”

8. 326 IAC 2-2-2(b) provides that “The requirements of this rule apply to the construction
of any new major sationary source or oy project af an existing major stationary SOUTCE in &n ares
designated as silainment or unclassifiable in 326 IAC 1-4.7

9,  The Indianz SIP and PSD regulations define “major stationary source™ as, "Any of the
following stationary sources of air pollutants that are located or proposed to be Jocated in an
atlainmeni or unclassifiable area as designated in 326 [AC 1-4 and that emit or have the potential 10
emit one hundred (104} tons per yvear or more of any regulated NSR poliutani: (A) Fossil fuel-fired
steam electric plants of more than two hundred fifty million (250,000,000) Brtish thermal units per
howr heat input,”™ See 326 TAC 2-2-1{ff).

10. The Indiana SIP and PSD) regulations define “major modification™ as "any physical
change in, or change in the method of operation of, a major stationary source that would result in a
significan! emissions increase and a significant net emissions incresse of a regulated KNSR pollutant
from the major stationary source,”™ Ses 326 TAC 2-2-1{dd).



11. The Indiana STP and PSD regulations define “significant”™ ag “in reference o a net
emissions increase or the potential of a source to emit any of the following pollutants, a rate of
emission that would cgual or exceed any of the following rates: ... Carboa monoxide: one hundred
(1007} tons per year; Nitrogen oxides: forty (40) tons per vear; Sulfur dicxide: forty {40) fons per
year; PM: twenty-live (23) tong per year; PMp; fifteen (15) tons per year; PMz4: ten (10) tons per
year; Bulfuric acid mist: seven (7) tons per year... Pollulant greenhouse gases ((GHGs): as specified
in subsection (zz) ..." Bee 326 TAC 2-2-1 (ww).

12, 326 TAC 2-2-8(b) provides that “(h) ...in circumstances where there is a reasonahle
possibility, within the meaning of this subsection, that a project that 15 not a part of a major
modification may result in a significant emissions increase of a regulated NSR pollutant, and the
owner or operator elects to use the method specified in section 1{pp)(2HA) of this ke for,
calculating projected actual emissions:

{1) Before beginning actual construction of the project, the owner or operator shall document and
maintain a record of the following information:
(A) A description of the project.
{B) Identification of any emissions unit whose emissions of a regulated NSR pollutant
could be affected by the project.
{C} A descoption of the applicability test used to determime thed the project is oot & major
modification for any regulated N3SR pollotant, mcluding the following:
(1) The hascline actual cmissions.
(1) The projected sctual emissions.
imi) The amount of emissions excluded under section 1(ppK A7) of this mle.
{iv) An explamsation for why the amount was exchoded, and any netting caleolations, if
applicahle,
{2) If the emissions unit is an existing electric wtlity steam-generating unit, before beginning
actmal construction, the owner or operator shall provide a copy of the information sat out in
subdivision (1) 1o the department. Nothing in this subdivision shall he canstrued to require the
owner o operator of the unit 1o obtain any determination from the department before
beginning actual construction.” See aiso 40 C.F.R. 52.21Tr){6)

Non-artainment New Nource Review Requirements

13. The Non-attainment New Source Review (WNSR) provisions of Part D of Title I of the
Act require preconstruction review and permitting for modifications of stationary sourees jocated n
nonsttainment areas. See 42 U8 .C. §8 7501-15. Pursuant 1o applicable repulations, if 8 major
stationary source located in 4 nonattainment area 15 planming 1o make & major modification, then that
sodiree must obtain a NNSR permit before beginning actual construction. To obtain this permit, the

source must, among other things, employ pollution controls that reflect the Lowest Achievable
Emission Raie (LAER).

14. Om October 7, 1994, EPA approved 326 TAC 2-1 and 2-3. 59 Fed Heg. 51108,
effective December 6, 1994, [ncluded in the NNSR 51 revisions were changes to the definitions
previously eodified at 325 TAC 1-1, now codified at 326 TAC 2-3-1.



Indicma State fmplementation Plan

15. Pursuant to Section 110 of the Act, 42 U.5.C. § 7410, EPA approved 326 LAC 5-1;
Orpacity Limitations, as part of the federally enforceable Indiana STP for Particulate Matter (PM)
on July 16, 2002 (67 Fed Reg. 46589).

16, 326 IAC 5-1-2 states that, unless otherwise stated, opacity shall meet the following
limitations: (A) Opacity shall not exceed an average of forty percent in any ope six-minute
averaging period, and (B) Opacity shall not exceed sixty percent for more than a cumulative total
of fifteen minutcs in & six-hour period.

New Source Performance Standards

17. Pursuant to Section 111 of the Act, 42 U.5.C. § 7411, EPA promulgated 40 C.F.R.
Part 60, Subpart I¥. This includes § 60.42{a)}(2), which states that “no owner or operator subject
to the provisions of this subpart shall canse to be discharged into the atmosphere from any
affected facility any gases that: exhibit greater than 2 percent opacity exeept for one six-minute
period per bour of not more than 27 percent opaeity.”

18. Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 60.43(a)(2) “no owner or operator subject to the provisions
of this subpart shall cause to be discharped into the atmoesphere from any affected facility any
gases that contain SO; in excess of: (2) 520 ng/T heat input (1.2 I/MMBiu) derived from solid
tiossil fuel or solid fossil fuel and wood residue, except as provided in paragraph (g} of this
section,”

Title V

19. Section S02{d)(1) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. & 7651a(d)(1), requires each State (o
develop and sebmt to EPA an operating penmit program which meets the requiremnents of
Title V of the Act. On November 14, 1995 (60 Fed. Reg. 57188), EPA granted Indiana interim
approval of its program, with fingl approval om July 30, 2001 (66 Fed Reg. 39293).

20, EPA promuigatcd full approval of Indiana’s Title V program on December 4, 2001,
Indiana’s Title V program became effective on November 30, 2001 (66 Fed Reg 62969).

21. The Indiana regulations govermng the Title V permithng program are eodified at
326 TAL 2-7,

22. The Indiana Departrent of Environmental Management (IDEM) issued a Tile V
Operation Permil o TPL for the Petersburg (Generating Station on December 22, 2008 and Julv 18,
2013 {Permit #s T 125 6565-00002 and T 125-30045-00002, respectively). Additionally, IDEM
issued a Second Significant Permit Modification (T125-34687-00002) on June 18, 2015, The permit
coniaing the following relevant provisions for purposes of this NOV/FOY:

a  Section C.2 — Opacity: Purssamt ta 326 1AC 5-1-2 (Opacity Limitations), except as
provided in 326 LAC 5-1-3 (Temporary Altemative Opacity Limitations), “opacity shall



meet the following, unless otherwise stated in this permit: (1) Opacity shall not exceed an
average of forty percent (40%) in any one (1) six {6) minute averaging period as
determined in 326 [AC 5-1-4. () Opacity shall not exceed sixty percent (60%) for more
than a cumulative udal of fifteen (15) minutes in a six (6) hour period.”

Section D.1.2 - Startup, Shutdown, and Other Opacity Limits.
“(a) Pursuant to 326 LAC 5-1-13{c) (Temporary Alicmative Opacity Limitations), the
following applies to Units 1 and 2:

(1) When building s pew fire in a boiler, opacity may exceed the applicable Emitation
established in 326 LAC 5-1-2 for a period not to exceed & total of four (4) hours (forty (40)
six {6)-minute averaging periods) during the startup period, or until the flue gas
iemperature entering the PM control device reaches two hundred and fifty (250) degrees
Fahrenheit at the inlet to the electrosiatic precipitator for Unil 1 and the intet of the
electrostatic precipitator or inlet of the baghouse for Unit 2, whichever ocours first. For
Unit 1, compliance with the opacity limit is determined by adding the Unit 1 Scrobbed and
Unit 1 Bypass stacks' opacily exceedances during the startup period. For Uit 2,
compliance with the opacity lint is determined by adding the Tinit 2 Scrobbed and Unit 2
Bypass stacks' opacity exceedances during the startup period.

(2} When shutting down a botler, opacity may exceed the applicable limitation
extablished m 326 TAC 5-1-2 for a period not to exceed a total of two (2) hours {twenty
(20) six (6)-minule averaging periods) dunng the shutdown penod.

(3} Operation of the electrostatic precipitators are not required during these fimes.

by When removing sshes [rom the fuel bed or furnace in 8 boiler or blowing tubes, opacity
may excesd the applicable limit established m 326 1AC 5-1-2. However, cpacity levels
shall rot exceed sixty percent (60%) for any six (6)-minute averaging period and opacity n
excess of the applicable limit shall not continue for more than one (1) six (6)-mimze
averaging period in any sty (60) minute petiod. The averaging periods shall not be
permitied for more than three (3) six (6)-minute averaging periods in a twelve (12} hour
period. [326 LAC 5-1-3(h)]

{c} If a facility cannot meet the opacity limitations in (#) and (b) of thiz condition, the
Permities may submit a written request to IDEM, OAQ, for a temyporary altemative opacity
limitation in accordance with 326 1AC 5-1-3(d). The Permittes must demonstrate that the
aliernative limit is needed and justifiable.

{d} This provision, [.1.2, shall no longer apply after PM CEMS is installed, certified, and
operaling (o measure PM emissions pursuant to this permit.™

Section D.2.2(aW2) - NSPS Subpart D, 326 TAC 12: “Pursuant 1o 326 TAC 12 and 40
C.F.R. Part 80, Subpart [, emiszions from Linit 3 and Unit 4 shall not exceed the
following: (a2} “twenty percent (20%) opacity except for ope six-minute period per hour
of not more than twenty-aeven percont (27%) opacity. [40 C.F.R. 60.42a)}2)] Pursuant to
40 C.F.R. 60.11{c), thiz opacity stendard is nod applicable during periods of startup,
shutdown, or malfunction,™

By



d. Section D2.2 (h){2)=MNSPS Subpart D, 326 IAC 12: “Pursuant to 326 IAC 12 and 40
C.F.R. Part 60, Subpart I}, ermssions from Unit 3 and Unit 4 shall not excesd the
following: (b)(2) “one and two-tenths (1.2) pounds SOk per million Btu (MMBtu) heat
inpint derived from solid fossil fusl.”

.  Section [2.2.3 (a)— Pursuant to 326 [AC 2.2-3 (P5D BACT), the following requirements
shall apply to Unit 4: {z) Sulfir diexide (SO:} emissions shall not exceed 1.2 pounds per
MMBtu heat input when burmning coal.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND
23, IPL is an Indiana corporation and a subsidiary of the AES Corporation.

24, IPL is a “person,” as that term is defined in Section 302(e) of the Act, 42 US.C
§ 7602(e).

25. At all times relevant to this NOV/FOV, [PL was the owner and operator of the
Petershurg Stafion.

26, The Petersburg Station 15 located in Pike County, Indizna, which 15 an srea classified as;
nonattainment with the 2010 Primary Sulfur Dioxide National Ambient Air Quality Standsard
(NAAQS) from October 4, 2013 to the present and attainment for all other NAAQS for all tme
penods relevant Lo the viglations cited herein. As desenbed in IDEM s “Revisions to the Indiana
State Implemnentation Plan for Sulfur Dioxide and the Final 1-houwr Sulfur Dioxide Atainment
Demonstration” submitted to ULS, EPA on Oeteber 2, 2103, the IPL Petersburg Station has been
determined to be a sipnificant contributor to the Pike County 502 NAAQS excesdence.

27. The Petersburg Station is a fossl fusk-fired steam electric planl with a potential to
emnit preater than 104 tons per year of sulfur dioxide {S0h), nitrogen oxides (NOL), carbon
monoxide (CO), and particulate matier (PM). The station consists of four coal-fired boilers amd
corresponding turbines for slectricity generation. Units 1 through 4 have net generating
capacitics of 229, 412, 540 and 530 MWy and commenced construction in 1964, 1969, 1977
and 1978, respectively.

28, The Petersburg Station 12 a “fozsil fuel-fired steam electric plant of more than 250
million British thermal unitz per hour heat input.® Therefore, the station constituies a “major
stationary source”™ within the meaning of 326 TAC 2-2-1(11) und 40 C.F.R. § 52.21(B)(1)()(e)
arud a “major emitling facility”™ within the meaning of Section 169(1) of the Acl, 42 U.5.C. §
TATO 1.

29, The Petersburg Station is a “major soorce™ as defined in Section 501(2) of the Act,
42 11.8.C. § 7661(2) and 40 C.F.R. § 70.2.

30. On March 23, 2011, and October 10, 2013, IPL submitted pre-project notification letters
lr the [DEM describing activifies to be performed duning two outages and providing an “Emissions



Analysis™, [t is EPA’s understanding that [PL intended these letters fo fulfill the requirements
contgined in 326 IAC 2-2-8 (Source Obligations) and 40 C.FR. § 52.21{r)(6) to document, maintain
a record of, and submit a copy of information regarding projects where there is “a reasonable
possibility that a project that is not a part of & major modification may resull in a significant
emissions increase of a regulaed NSR pollwtant™

31, Asdescribed in IPL’s March 23, 2011, “Spring 2011 Outage™, pre-project
notification letter, IPL replaced various boiler and turbine components al Petersburg Station
Unit |1 from approximately March 25, 2011 (o June 19, 2011 (see Attachment B of IFLs
notification letter).

32. Asdescribed in [PL's October 10, 2013, “Fall 2013 Outage™, pre-project notification
letter, IPL replaced various boiler and turbive compoenents af Petersburg Station Unit 2 from
approximately Oetober 11, 2013 o January 30, 2014, including but not limited to the Unit Boiler

fimishing superhest pendants and water wall tube panels (see Attachment B of [PL's notification
letter).

33. [PL operated its sulfuric ackd miligation systems intermitiently from March 24, 2015
through August 24,2015, The systems were nol operated, while the cormesponding boiler was
operating al the specific units for the following number of hours:

a. Petersburg Unit 1: 358 howrs
b. Petersburg Unit 2: 597 hours
¢. [Petersburg Unit 4: 546 hours

34. [PL reposted a total of 144 hours of S0 excess emissions in its guarlerly excess
emission reports for 2 Quarter 2011 through 4% Quarter 2011 and 2% Quurter 2012 through 1¥
Quarter 2015 for Petersburg Uit 3.

35. IPL reportad a total of 93 hours of SCh excess emissions in its guarterly excess emission
reports for 2* Quarter 2011 through 4® Quarter 2011 and 2* Quarter 2012 through 17 Quarter 2015
for Petershurg Unit 4,

36, IPL reported a total of 5,208 minutes of opacity cxcess emissions based on continuous
opacity meniloring in its response to EPA’s information request response received on October 27,
20135 for 2011 through 2015 at Petersburg Unit 1.

37. IPL reporied & total of 6,084 minutes of opacity excess cmissions hased on continuons
opacily monitoring in its response to EPA's information request response received on Ootober 27,
2015 for 2011 through 2015 at Petersburg Unit 2.

38, IPL reported a total of 5,724 minutes of opacity excess emissions bascd on continuous
opacity monitoning in its response 10 EPA's information request response received on Ociober 27,
2015 for 2011 throwgh 2015 at Petersburg Unit 3



39, 1PL reported a total of 4,416 minuies of opacity excess emissions based on confinuous
opacity monitoring in its response 10 EPA"s mformation request response reecived on October 27,
2015 for 2011 through 2015 at Petersburg Unit 4.

VIOLATIONS
Prevention of Significont Deterloration

40, The physical changes and/or changes in the method of operation performed in each
outage reterred to in Paragraphs 31 and 32, above, resulted in a significant cmissions increase
and a significant net emissions increase, as defined in the relevant PED regulations and 326
LAC 2-2 of the Indiana SIP, of 8O3, NOy. sulfuric acid mist, and/or PM.

41. The physical changes and/or changes in the method of operation performed in each
outage reforred to in Paregraphs 31 and 32, above, constilute “major modifications™ under the
PSD regulations of 40 C.F.R. § 52.21, and 326 IAC 2-2-1 of the Indiana SIP.

42, Each project referred (o in Paragraphs 31 and 32, above, ks a major modification
based on the entire scope of work performed dunng the outage. In these instances, the entire
scope of work pérformed during the outage 15 properly considered topether when datermining
whether a modification occurred. [n addition. individusl physical changes and/or changes in the
method of operation specifically lisled above also are major modifications without relerence to
the rest of the scope of work performed duning the outage. Each of the physical changes listed
above increased the availability of the it and incressed the generation of electricity at the
unit.

43, For each of the modificalions referred to in Paragraphs 31 and 32, above, 1PL
failed to obtain a PSD permit as required by 40 CER. § 52.21, s 326 TAC 2-2 of the Indiana
SIP.

44, [|PL is in violation of PSTY requirements, Section 165 of the Act, 42 U.8.C, § 7475,
40 C.F.R. § 5221, and 326 IAC 2-2 of the Indiana 3IP for constructing major modifications, as
referred to in Paragraphs 31 and 32, above, to existing major sources at their Petersburg Station
without applying for or obtaining the PSD permits, and operating the modified facilities
without installing BACT or going through PSD review, and installing appropriate emission
coniro] equipment in accordance with a BACT analysis.

45, IPL violated 326 [AC 2-2-8(b) of the Indizma SIP and 40 C.F.R. 52.21{r$) of the PSD
rules by failing to provide an adequate explanstion as to why the amount of emissions excluded in its
March 23, 2011, Febeuary 27, 2013, and October 1Q, 2013 pre-project notification letters could be
exciuded in pecomdanee with the ules.

NMNom-attcimmend New Source Review

46. The physical changes and/or changes in the method of operation performed in the
outage referred to in Paragraph 32, above, resulted in 2 significant emissions increase and a



significant net emissions increase, as defined in the relevant Nop-attainment New Source
Review (IWNSR) regulations and 326 [AC 2-3 of the Indiana STP, of 80,

47. The physical changes andfor changes in the method of operation performed in the
cutage referred to in Paragraph 32, above, constituted & “major modification”™ under the NNSR
regulations and 326 IAC 2-3 of the Indiana SIF.

48. The outage referred to in Paragraph 32, above, is a major modification based on
the entire scope of work performed during the outage. In these instances, the entire scope of
work performed during the outage is properly considercd together when determining whether a
modification occurred.  In addition, individual physical changes and‘or changes m the method
of operation specifically listed above also are major modifications without reference to the rest
of the scope of work performed during the outage. Each of the physical chinges histed above
increased the availability of the unit and increased the generation of electricity at the unit.

49, For the modification(s) referred to m Paragraph 32, above, [PL faited to obtain a
NNSR permit as required by the NINSR regulations apd 326 IAC 2-3 of the Indians SIP.

50. IPL is in violation of NMNSR requirements, Part D of the Act, and 326 1AC 2-3 of
the Indiana SIP for constrocting major modificationds), a5 referred to an Paragraph 32, abave, o
an existing major source at their Petersburg Station without applying for or obtaining the
NMNSE permit, and operating the modified facilities without installing controls able to achicve
the Lowest Achievable Emission Rate (LAER) or going through NNSR review, and instulling
appropriate emission control equipment in accordance with a LAER analysis.,

New Sowrce Perjormance Standard

51. IPL's Units 3 and 4 violated and continues to violate NSPS Subpart ) by exceeding the
applicable opacity lmit.

52. IPLz Uniis 3 and 4 violated NSP'S Subpart D by emitting S0; in excess of the
applicable [omit.

Indiona State Implementarion Pian

53, IPL’s Units 1, 2, 3 and 4 violated and continues 1o violate 326 TAC 5-1-2 of the Indiana
SIP by exceeding the applicable opacity limit

R ENT

54, Bection 113(2)(1) of the Act, 42 U.5.C. § 7413{a)( 1), provides that at any time after
the cxpiration of 30 days following the daie of the issuance of a Notice of Violation, the
Administrator may, withouf regard to the period of violation, issus an order requiring compliance
with the requirements of the staie implementation plan or permit, issue an administrative penalty
order pursuant to Section | 13{d), or bring a civil action pursuant to Section 1 13(b) for injunctive
relief and/or civil penalfies.



33, Section 113(a)(3) of the Act, 42 LL.5.C. § 7413(a){3), provides in parnt that if the
Administrator finds that a person has violated, or is in violation of any requirement or prehibition
of any mile.. promulgated...under...[Title 1 or Title ¥ of the Act], the Admimstrator may issue
an adminisirative penalty order under Section 113(d), issue an order requiring compliance with
such requirement or prohibition, or bring a civil action pursuant to Section 113(b) for injunctive
relief andfor civil penalties.
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

L, Kathy Jones, certify that | sent a Notice and Finding of Violation, No. EPA-5-16-IN-03, by
Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested, to:

Jeff Harter, Environmental Manager
Indianapolis Power & Light Company
Petersburg Generating Station

G925 N, State Road 57

P.O. Box 436

Petersburg, Indiana 47567-0436

I alzo cerlify that | s=nl copies of the Notice of Vialation and Finding of Violation by firsl-class
mail to:

Phil Perry, Branch Chief

Office of Air Quality / Compliance Branch

Indiama Department of Environmental Management
100 Morth Senate Avenue/Room 1GCN 1003
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-22351

Onthe 5 dayor Februges, a6

\( ooy, Rprn-
Kathy Jones
Program Techmician
AECAR PAS

CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIPT NUMBER: 1014 26570 £00l 4577 Bd5T
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Sierra Club FOILA Reguest re Petersburg, Indiana Generating Station
"y Tony Mendoza
to:
Group R5Foia
12/06/2016 12:11 PM
Hide Details
From: Tony Mendoza <tony mendoza(@sierraclub.org>
To: Group R3Foia/R5/USEPA/US@EPA,
1 Attachment
[ FOF |

Putcrdary, FOV PETA frdf

Diear Sir or Madam - Attached please find a FOIA request seeking
information regarding Clean Air Act compliance at the Petersburg Generating
Station in Indiana. Please let me know if vou have any questions. Thank
yvou. Tony

Tony Mendoza
Staff Attorney
Sierra Club Environmental Law Program

2107 Wabsier 55, 13t Fieor
Caabled, T B8573

(415) 977-5589
(5 10) 208114 fﬂ}i
lonv.mendozal@ sierraclub.ore
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